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X» The problem here attempted is an effort to
investigate the organization of Church Boards of Eduoa-
«
tion of typical religious denominations, and to formulate 
a system of* organization adequate to meet the needs with­
in a denomination and to properly relate it to the educa­
tional programs (a) of other religious bodies, (b) of 
national and state organizations for education.
2. The method of investigation has been,- (a) An 
examination of the theories of educational organization 
and administration in such books as, Public School Admi­
nistration, by.Elwocd G. Cubberly; American University Pro 
gress and College Reform, By Janes H. Baker; the American 
College, by Abraham Flexnor, and Religious Education and 
American Democracy by Walter Scott Athearn. (b) The 
examination of literature and reports of denominational 
boards. .(.c) The sending of the following questionaire 
to the executive officers of typical denominational boards
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'*I am studying the organization of church, hoards 
of education with a view to determining the'most effect­
ive methods now in use and the changes which may he neces­
sary to meet the needs of the reconstruction period. The 
result of my study of the question will he available for 
the use of all hoards which contribute information.
I would greatly appreciate the favor if you will 
kindly send me literature showing the histCry, form of 
organization, and specific function of yoirr Board; also 
information on the folfowing points:
1. The relationship of the Board to the denomina­
tional organization.
2. The relationship of the Board- to the Sunday
School Board.
3. The attitude of tlB Board toward stats institu­
tions of higher learhing.
4. The attitude of the Board tov/ard the elementary
public schools,
5. The relationship of the Board to a unified edu­
cational program for your' denomination.”
This questionaire v^as sent to the following
executive officers:
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Prank W. Padelford, Secretary 
Boston, Mass.
J. W. Oammaok, Secretary 
Richmond, Va.
William G. Sargent, Secretary 
Providence, R. !•
Prank M. Sheldon, Secretary 
Boston, Mass,.
R. H. CrosBfield, President 
Lexington, Ky.
H. F. Sohlegel, President 
Lancaster, Pa.
D. M. Edwards, President 
Richmond, Ind.
A. Steimle, Secretary 
Allentown, Pa.
Charles S. Bauelin, Secretary 
Harrisburg, Pa.
William Hoppe, President 
Savannah, Ga.
Abram W. Harris, Secretary 
New York City
Stonewall Anderson, Secretary 
Nashville, Tenn.
George H. Miller, Secretary 
Pittsburg, Pa.
Henry H. Sweets, Secretary 
Louisville, Ky.
Robert Mackenzie, Secretary 
New York City
Baptist, Northern Convention 
Baptist^ Southern Convention 
Christian Convention(Amerioan) 
C ongr e gational 
Disciples of Christ 
Evangelical (United)
Friends
Lutheran, General Council 
Lutheran, General Synod 
Lutheran, United Synod, South 
Methodist Episcopal 
Methodist Episcopal, South 
Methodist Protestant 
Presbyterian (U. S.:) 
Presbyterian (U. S. A.)
A
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William E* Gardner, Secretary 
Nerr York’ City Protestant Episcopal
John G. Gebhard, Secretary 
New York City Reformed (in America)
Clayton H* Ranck, Secretary 
Philadelphia, Pa. Reformed (in U. S.)
William E. Schell, Secretary 
Dayton, Ohio United Brethren
Ralph D. Kyle, Secretary 
Chicago, Ill. United Presbyterian
oiBiiiuGKAPHY 
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esneais of United States System of Public
Process, 1912. llacnillan Co.,
Democracy, School ^ Home
®^Re?4rm^“l916*’ University Progress College
Keiorm, 1916. Longmans, Green and Co., New York, pp. 189.
+ ^®o^Sanlzation of the School SystemBulletin no. 8, 1916, United States Bureau of Education.
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""^Cof: Houghton Mifflin
Flesner, Abraham, The American College.
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"Vol. 7, No. 183, pp, 751-754. June 29, 1918.
llonroe, Paul, Further Consideration of Prussia and Our





2*-.^*^ Religious Education and American Democracy,
1917. Pilgrim Press, Boston, pp. 390.
Athearn, W. S., The Churoh School, 1914. Pilgrim Press,
Boston, pp, 309.
Athearn, W. S., Teachers for Week-Day Religious Schools, 
Heligious Education. 11:3, June 1916.
Religion as a Liberal Culture Subiect,
Religious Education, 7:1, pp. 72-81, April 1912.
Athearn, W. S., The City Institute for Religious Teachers, 1915. 
University of Chicago Press, Chicago,
Baker,_J. 0., The Wesley Foundation, hethodist Review.
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Coe, G. A,, A General View of the Movement for 
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Cope, Henry F., Education and National Character. Religious 
Education Association, Chicago.
Cope, Henry F,, The Church and the Public School, Religious 
Education, Bulletin No. 4, Northern Baptist Convention.
Cope, Henry F., The Evolution of the Sunday School, 1911.
The Pilgrim Press, Boston, pp. 101-126.
Forward, D, D., Credits for the Colorado State Normal School 
Bible Students, Religious Education, 6:1, pp. 135-136,
April 1911.
Squires, Vernon P., The North Dakota Plan of Bible Study, 
Religious Education, 11:1, pp. 20-27, February 1916. 
p. 225, June 1913.
Snow, V/alter A., Accredited Bible Study, Religious Education, 
9:3, pp. 306-307, Jime 1914.
Vaugn, Howard R., The Religious Day School, Religious Education 
Vol. I, pp. 67-69.
Malden Leaflets Nos. I, II, III, The Pilgrim Press, Boston.
A Community Study of Religious Education, The Pilgrim Teacher, 
May 1917.
Morris, George P., Malden^s Leadership in Religious Education, 
The Congregationalist, Boston, Januaryv25, 1917.
Half a Century of Growth and Service, International Sunday 
School Association, Chicago.
Religious Education in Colleges, Religious Education, 10:5, 
pp. 412-426, October 1915.
Brown, B. Warren, A Statistical Survey of Illinois Colleges, 
1917, pp. 78.
Church Ideals in Education, 1916., General Board of Religious 
Education of Protestant Episcopal Church, pp. 259.
Association of American Colleges, Bulletin, Vol. II, No. 2, 
March 1916.
Reports of Various Denominational Church Boards
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C H. A P T E R II,
THE ORGANIZATION OF CHURCH BOARDS OP EDUCATION.
An examination of the records of church boards of 
education finds them functioning in the following lines.
I. Financial.
1. Raising money from churches for educational purposes.
2. Raising money from Sunday Schools for educational 
purposes^particularly the Children’s Day offering.
5. Endowment scholarships for theological students. 
Endowment scholarships for lay students. Endowment 
loans for students preparing for religious service.
4. Manipulation of prize scholarship funds.
5. Raising money for promotion ofV^iigious work at State
Universities. (
6. Campaigns for endowments.
II. Recruiting ministers and missionaries.
1. Vocation day.
2. Life v/ork conferences.
3. Approach to high school boys and girls.
4. Keeping in touch with>oallege men and women.
5. Distributing literature on the subject.
III. Educational
1. Cooperating with colleges, securing students, etc.
2. Supervision and control of colleges.
3. Standardization and advice.
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4. Educational day or week.
Religious supervision at University centers.
Religious instruction at University centers.
6. - Training ministers and missionaries, (a) Theological





Day oT Prayep t>6r 'Uo^'ieges 
3. Week of Prayer
V. Social service
Vl-. liission schools including negro schools
VII. Sunday School work
VIII. V/eek day and home religious training.
Each board studied is contributing in many of these 
lines, yet no board is active in all of them. The scope 
is broad if all lines were broadly v/orked, which at present 
is not the case. Most of the boards originated for the 
financial element, and many have not gotten very far away 
from this idea. The need of an educated ministry was the 
first appeal, and money to found and endow institutions of 
higher learning, and to assist theological students was con­
sidered the foremost requisite. One denomination establish-
ed Children*s Day as early as 1870, largely it vionld appear, 
as a collecting agency for needy theological students, and 
makes it a part of the’’discipline of the church that each 
minister shS-ll observe the day and take a collection for 
the Student Loan fund. (See Laws Governing Board of Edu­
cation of Methodist Episcopal North,, p, S6) Thus em­
phasized, v/hat wonder that the collection on this day 
reached |110,000 in 1918, nor that the Board has a loan 
fund of a million and a quarter of dollars. An early re­
port of this same denomination distinctly states that, ”The 
Board of Education was formed to hold two funds: (l) The 
Children*s Fund for tie aid of needy students (S) A General 
Educational Fund." (See Report of Board of’ Education of 
Methodist Episcopal Church North, 1916, pp. 12-15.) Other 
Church Boards of Education could acknowledge a similar gene­
sis, and campaigns for finances, and the manipulation of var 
ious endovnnent fimd^ still constitute one of their chief 
concerns.
Closely connected Y^ith the financial activities 
and common to all of the boards is the work of recruiting 
ministers and missionaries. Of course the denomination 
with the largest loan fund is likely to have the greatest 
number of students in its educational institutions, A well 
developed publicity campaign, as that conducted by the Pres­
byterians (U. S.), or recruiting in state institutions as 
emphasized by Episcopalians and Presbyterian (U. S. A.) aid
I
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greatly in this enterprise. The Presbyterian Board 
(U. S. A.) appointed the Sunday previous to the Day of 
Prayer for Colleges as Vocation Day, "v/hon the youth of 
the church shall be shovm the importance of dedicating to 
Qod their life service and be informed of the need of train­
ed leadership in the Church's work". (Report of Board of 
Education of the Presbyterian Church U, S. A,, 1918, p, 2?) 
hany boards arrange for life work conferences in various 
college and university groups, or make an appeal to high 
school boys and girls, at which age life decisions are 
often made.
As to the fou-nding of colleges, numerous Church 
Boards have demonstrated that they loved education "not 
v/isely but too and too large a number of small and
weak colleges, and the friction of competing schools in 
the same locality, often of the same denomination have been 
the result. To counteract this there has been started re­
cently a movement tov/ards the consolidatim of colleges or 
the abandoning of weak, or poorly located schools. More 
and more this must take place, as the weak or poorly en­
dowed schools cannot compete with the richer colleges and 
the tax supported state institutions. Post of the deno­
minational b lards still support, supervise, and control 
colleges. The Congregational Society has adopted the 
policy of leaving their colleges to their own control as
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soon as they aro placed on a firm foundation by endowment, 
and are assisting now but a few serai-missionary institu­
tions. The iipiscopal Board, on the other hand, deals with 
the individual student, and has done little toward building 
up distinctively denominational colleges.
The llethodists claim to be the pioneers in the 
work of standardizing the vrork of colleges in the estab­
lishment of the "University Senate" by the General Confer­
ence of 189?. Previous to this many colleges, especially 
in the v/est were accused of failing to make "the contents 
correspond with the label they put -on the can". Said Pre­
sident Samuel Plantz, at the Twenty-fifth anniversary of 
the organization of the "University Senate", "The air is 
now full of the vrork of standardized education, and all 
kinds of agencies are doing it, but at that time no orga­
nization had taken u^j this work, as far as relating it to a 
large group of institutions is concerned, and the ^-ethodist 
Episcopal Church may justly be proud of the fact tha.t it 
v/as a pioneer in a line of eduoational supervision that has 
resulted in the most important extensive eduoational im- 
pro-''-er*ents v/ithout, as well as v^ithin, the bounds of the 
church". (See The History of Education in the hf^thodist 
Episcopal Church by President Samuel Plantz L. L. D,,
1917, p. 8. )
Dr. John R. ’!ott is quoted as saying, "There is
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no greater mission field in the vrorld than in our state 
universities." The churches finally awoke to the im­
portance of helping to shape the religious life of young 
people in these educational centers, and much is being 
done by various denominations toward the Christian nurture 
and Christian instruction of university students. The 
plan of centering the student activities in the local church 
or churches, and the denomination as a whole strengthening 
the individu.-l church to meet the demand, is the one 
adopted by most denominations. Student pastors are lo­
cated in many University centers, and much cooperative 
work is done through the aid of the Coioncil of Church 
Boards of Education, and the Conference of Church V/orkers 
in Universities.
There is but slight connection between the Church 
Boards and the Theological Schools of most denominations.
Some supervise training schools and others conduct summer 
institutes and correspondence courses. Some boards have 
theological Schools of a semi missionary character. In the 
main, the boards take little direct responsibility for train­
ing their ministers.
The Church Boards accomplish much evangelistic work 
through what is called the college visitation. The Presby­
terian Board (U. S. A.) reports gratifying results from a 
visitation committee. Of one place they say, "Support was 
given in several ways to >'aryville College "February Meetings"
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wiiich liave been a Bounce of obeer to the church for so many 
years. This year 51 students were converted to Christ 
in the course of tv/elve days of concerted prayer and effort" . 
(Report of Board of Education of Presbyterian U. S, A.,
1918, p. 7.) The Congregational Board sent out a visiting 
committee known as the "Flying Squadron", vfhich visited 
several colleges, secured many decisions for Christ and 
His service, and deepened the spiritual life of the stu- 
' dents. The concerted action for the Day of Prayer for 
colleges., and the v^eek of prayer as observed in many in­
stitutions have proved fruitful in life decisions.
The Social Service department of Educational 
Boards has been outlined but most of^them are of too re­
cent date to have much tested service to report. This 
department of the Congregational Board has undertaken 
some surveys and strike investigations, and has a rather 
large program in process of development. Their ideals 
are expressed in the following phrase, "The Social Ser­
vice Department seeks to promote the expression of the 
Christian Spirit in all life-relations." (Report of the 
Congregational Education Society, 1917, pp. 30-36.)
In some denominations the Board of Education 
still administers schools and colleges for the negroes 
and mountaineers, but the present tendency is totiira 
these over to the mission boards.
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As a general thing the Sunday Schools are operated 
by an entirely different agency from the Church Boards of 
Education. The Congregationalists have recently ef-f’ected 
a federation whereby the vrork of the Educational Society, 
and the Sunday School and Publishing Society, are united 
under one Board of Directors and one Secretary, And the 
Episcopal Church has organized a Board of Education Y/hose 
ideals include all educational work from the home and 
parish school to the graduate school of theology. V/ith 
these exceptions v;e have the anomaly of Church Boards of 
Education ignoring the foimdation of all religious educa­
tion,- the home, and the church school.
In their organization, the Church Boards of Edu­
cation vary as to name and affiliations'. In the Presby­
terian Church (U. S.) education and ministerial relief 
are combined in the same board. The Presbyterian Church 
(U. S. A.) has recently united the College Board and the 
Board of Education, but maintain a separate Sunday School 
Board to look after educational interests of the home and 
locaj. church school.
The report of the hethodist Episcopal Church 
'distinctly states, "The Board of Education is a distinct 
organization on an equal par ivith other benevolent boards. 
There is no special connection between the Board of Edu­
cation and the Board of Sunday Schools." Tho Methodist 
Episcopal South has three distinct boards for education.
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misBions^and Sunday School, but these cooperate in some 
vital interests. The report of the Board of Education 
of the Northern Baptist Convention states that it has 
no relation to the Sunday School Board and adds, "The 
Board is charged nov^ with oversight of all the educa­
tional ;vork of the denomination excluding religious and 
missionary education." The constitution of the Board 
of Education of the Disciples of Christ defines its 
duties as almost entirely connected with college v/ork.
V/e have already noted the federation of the Education 
society with the Sunday School and Publishing Society 
under one Board of Directors in the ^ongregational 
Church, and the Inclusive aims of the General Board 
of Religious Education of the Episoppal Church-.
In the main, the members of the Church Boards 
of Education are elected by the General Assembly or 
highest national organization of the denomination, to 
which bodies they report and are responsible. In the 
case of the Board of Education of the Disciples of
Christ, there seems to be a self-elected body responsible
*
to no organization but itself. The executive officers
at the head of the various educational institutions of 
the denomination constitute the board', and there is no 
evidence that any higher body was responsible for this 
organization. Apparently the only way the delegate
4
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national body of th-e denomination can determine the mem­
bership of the board, is by influencing the appointment
of the executive heads of their various schools and 
colleges.
The Constitution of the Congregational Educa­
tional Society provides for four classes of members,- 
(1) life, membersy- (-2) annual members, (3) members of the 
National Council of Congregational Churches of the 
United States, so long as they remain members of said 
Council, and (4) corporate members at large elected at 
the annual meeting of the Society, Honorary life 
memberships are secured by the payment of a specified





From the foregoing it v/ill be seen (1) that 
Church Boards of Education originated in the desire to 
provide an educated ministry. The chief function of 
the original boards, ?/hich to- a large extent still pre­
vails, was the raising of money to foujid and promote 
higher institutions of learning, and to assist theolo­
gical students. V/orthy as is this motive, it leaves 
out of consideration the broad scope of religious edu­
cation.
(2) The second main function common to all the
I
boards is the recruiting of men for the ministry. This 
emphasis upon the ministry fails to recognize the need 
of trained lay v/orkers,- Sunday School teachers and 
superintendent's, leaders of young people, supervisors 
oi‘ community work, and social service,- and indeed the 
need of the religious education of the children of the 
community.
(3) In the study of the organization of the 
boards of the typical denominations we found a lack of 
unity of the educational program. Competing organi­
zations are attempting the educational work and divid­
ing the interest and support of the constituency; The
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two denominations v;lio have caught a vision of a unified 
program aro still largely v;ithin the realm of ideals 
instead of actual practice. Competing organizations 
must hinder efficient adm.inistration, and produce un­
due overhead exjense.
(4) The relation of the educational board’to 
the publishing house of the denomination suggests com­
mercial control, and the lack of freedom in the local 
church and community v/ork. Several denominations have 
their Sunday School and publication Vfork united, and 
one denor.ination in its foundation discipline enjoins 
upon "the preacher in charge to see that each school 
in his charge is supplied with our ovm periodical 
literature." (Doctrine and Discipline of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, p. lOfi.) This might be a bene­
volent enactment if "our own literature" happened to be 
the best in the' market, even then it v/ould be an attempt 
at autocratic control, which the American people are re­
senting in these days. Genuine democracy would demand 
that each school and community should be allovred to select 
its ov;n literature in the open market, and have the aca­
demic freedom for which the colleges so long contended.
Any effort at enlightening its schools and leaders as to 
the best literature, or how to Judge of the best lltera-
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turo ’^ight be pardonablej but attempt at control, or 
even tbe pressure from the use of publisher*s profits 
for denominational benovblerujfiSmuBt be considerod un­
democratic and strongly suspicious of exploitation*
The handicap of commercial control is even more evident 
in community endeavors for religious education. If the 
denominations as such are allowed to compete for the 
patronage of the community school, the friction and de­
nominational consciousness engendered, will hinder the 
c’evelopment of the cooperative spirit and community 
consciousness so essential to efficienty in the 
enterprise.
(5) In reply to the question of the attitude 
of the boards tov^ard state institutions of higher learn­
ing, nearly all expressed tlieir cordial appreciation for 
the service rendered by these institutions, and reported 
the efforts made to care for their own young people at 
these centers. iuch commendable cooperation among the 
denominations is in evidence, and the movement in this 
direction is steadily advancing. Aside from maintain­
ing student pastors, attempting to center the religious 
life around the local church or churches, providing hos­
pitality houses and class-rooms for volunteer Bible
-20-
study, and holding vocational conferences for definite 
Christian service, nothing seems to he projected even 
in aims. Ho hoard suggested a desire to provide aca­
demic v;ork in religious education for v/hich the univer­
sities v/ould g-ive credit, and thus secure for the stu­
dents the religious training which the state hy virtue 
of democratic institutions cannot give \7ithout violat­
ing the principle of the separation of church and state, 
(6) In general only a sympathetic attitude was 
expressed toward the elementary public schools, hut a 
fev; replies suggested a coordination of religious instru­
ction. One Board repeated the following resolution 
from its niinutes,- "That in accordance with its admirable 
study of the problem of religious and moral education 
of pupils in public schools, the Board continue to vrork 
with diligence in this important field; that in coopera­
tion v/ith the Council of Church Boards of TDducation and 
other similar inter-church bodies, the Board prepare 
standard courses of Biblical instruction," Vfhile the 
Secretary of another Board wrote,- "Our Board is greatly 
interested in elementary public schools, because v;e Imow 
perfectly v;ell that religious education and education of 
all kinds is a matter of the group life in which the boy 
or girl share, and the public school is an exceedingly
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important factor in this whole program, I think the 
main opportunity to influence it, however, will be 
largely through the teachers in the schools, through 
the attitude of our homes, and through supplementing 
its v/orl2 by ^ adequate religious education program 
for Sunday and religious day schools, and vacation 
Bible schools,” Prom an annual report, v/e glean, 
also, the follov?ing,- "The General Assembly of 1917 
directed this Board *to continue its study of reli­
gious education as related to public instruction and 
to assist in this important task wherever possible,'” 
(Annual report of the Board of ‘Education of the Presby­
terian Church U, S, A,, p. 11,)
The Boards expressing these sentiments seem 
to have visions of greater efficiency in Sunday School 
v/ork, and of cooperative community v^eek-day schools, 
sharing the time of the pupils with the public schools, 
and correlating the work of the various grades v;ith suit­
able religious instruction. In the main, hov^ever, it 
would seem that the Boards have given little attention 
to the foundation work among boys and girls below col­
lege age, and that those with convictions and higher 
ideals are dilatory in pushing the pioneer work. One'
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of tile denominations quoted abovo as among the most 
advanced has recently held a large state meeting in 
^-jhich no phase of religious education appeared on the 
program. One v;ould think it quite as important to 
the religious life at home and abroad as the "Rising 
Democracy in the Far East", or "Lleeting the Missionary 
Challenge" . Are v/e not fair in the conclusion that 
the educational enterprises of the Church Boards are 
top-heavy, that they have confined their efforts too 
much and too long to one stratum? May we not infer 
that a systematic course of religious instruction from 
the cradle on to manhood and womanhood would solve the 
problems upon v;hich so much stress must be laid in our 
present system,- that of the consecration of life and 
resources to Christian service.
As to organization, we might suggest that a 
self-constituted board, like the one noted above, of 
the Disciples of Christ, answerable only to its ovm mem­
bers, would be undemocratic, and likely to prove ineffi­
cient through partiality to the specific institutions 
represented. And we would question if the money pay­
ment for an honorary position on the board, as v/ith 
the Congregationalists, is quite the most "honorary" 
motive; or would be conducive to thoroughjintelligent 
study of the problem of religious education, and 
efficient service in their solution.
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CHAPTER IV.
A PROPOSED DEHOMINATIOHAL BOARD ,OP EDUCATION.
Perhaps one might' obtain a clew for an ides-l
organization by noting the trend of the changes novf
a»d-under way. We see a grovfing movement tov/ard ooTi"
solidation and unification. This was first made
j Unent through the cooperation in the raising of funds 
‘ ^
and the adoption of the apportionment plan. Sompe't^i^S 
boards are gradually being eliminated, and different 
boards are gradually uniting their forces for speciS'l 
ends. Actual organic union of two or more boards 
have in many bases been effected.
Ahother hopeful and helpful influence mak-^ 
ing for an ideal program of religious education is the 
tendency toward greater cooperation between the deno­
minations. One of the strongest evidences of this 
found In the Council of Church Boards of Education re­
presenting the affiliation of nineteen denominations 
in a general campaign of Christian Education. Its 
avowed object is briefly set forth as follov/s,-
1. "To awaken the entire public to the conviO" 
tion that religion is essential to a complete education, 
and that education is necessary to the achievement of 
the Christian program^
2. To promote the cause of Christian education
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in institutions of learning, including the religious 
development of students in tax-supported institutions.
3, To strengthen the Christian College, to 
promote religious instruction therein, and to emphasize 
the permanent necessity of higher education under dis­
tinctly Christian auspices”.
This Council is nov; carrying on its work 
through seven departments;- (1) survey v^ork; (2) the 
American College Bulletin, a bi-vieekl^^ reporting the 
progress of the work; (3) the clearing house depart­
ment furnishing educational information not available 
elsewhere; (4) the American College Bureau, particul­
arly concerned with discovering and placing Christian 
teachers in colleges; (6) cooperative: purchasing;
(6) cooperativpii advertising; and (7) its acknowledged 
chief business, ”to assist in ^wakening the intelligence 
and conscience of the American .public to the need of 
Christian education". "The formation of the Council 
v^as in itself a distinct achievraent. For so many 
denominations to come to a consciousness of essential 
unity in educational interests, and to promote that 
co-operation through organized effort, is a remarkable 
thing".
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This organization is in line vrith the National 
Association of Stato Universities, and the Association 
of American Universities. V/hat these associations are 
doing for the Universities, the Council of Chiiroh Boards 
la attempting to do for the church colleges. The Asso­
ciation of State Universities was the first of these 
societies formed, and its work in standardization, cur­
ricula building, determining the requirements of graduate 
schools, and other academic problems,, was the incentive 
for the foundation of the other associations. (See Chap­
ter X of American University Progress and College Reform 
by James H. Baker.)
Evidences of developing denominational co-opera­
tion is shown also, in the Increasing interest in commun­
ity v/elfare v7ork’ as demonstrated by the Malden School of 
religious education and other community efforts patterned 
after this. Vie have already noted the co-operative work 
done at many of the university centers, in looking after 
the Christian life of the students.
A grovring demand for Bible credit courses in 
secondary schools and college entrance requirements, and 
the demand for richer and more numerous courses in reli- 
'g glouB education in colleges and universities is another
hopeful trend of educational thought. The granting of
f
credit for Bible courses by the public schools is of 
less importance than that such courses should be 
standardized and made popular* The Council of Church 
Boards of Education is ’.Torking out a solution of this 
problem. The affiliation of Wesley Coliege (Methodist) 
with the state university of North' Dakota is a notable 
example of what may be accompliahed wheh the church 
really sets about furnishing religious instruction in 
institutions of higher learning. A languishing church 
college moved to the university center, and, leaving 
the university to toach the so-called secular subjects, 
devotes its strength and resources to teaching religion, 
and providing a religious atmosphere for its students, 
at the state university. By an interchange of credits, 
students may take work in either institution and gra­
duate from either or both, the university accepting 
thirty-two semester hours of religious e'dUcation from 
Wesley College.
In. all these experiments and suggestions, we 
find an expanding conception of the function of a church 
board of education. Gradually, though -slowly, the idea 
is gaining ground that the church should assume respon­
sibility for religious education in all its phases, and 
for all ages of the developing life. This change from 
the original conception of the function of church boards
of oduoati’on is expressed by the writer of the Episcopal 
book "Church Ideals in Education" in those v/ords, "It is 
time for the shifting of emphasis from the getting of 
money and v/ork out of adults to the getting of training 
into youth". Their statement of aims is worthy of re­
petition, The general aim as stated in their canon is 
"The unification and development of educational work of 
the Church". Acting tinder this their Board seeks,-
1. "To study the educational problem from a religious 
standpoint.
2. To suggest methods and material for attaining the 
best results in Religious Education, and for deepening 
the spiritual life through worship and -service.
3. To stimulate our clergy, teachers of religion and 
all our people to higher standards of education.
4. To systematize the education work of the church 
through an Inspiring ‘and co.-op0fating leadership in 
both national and local fielda" .
In fulfillment of these alms the Episcopal 
Board has elaborated an inclusive program expressed in 
this book, "Church Ideals in Education", They divide 
the work into four divisions. Parochial Education, 
Secondary Education, Collegiate Education and Theolo­
gical Education. These ideals are quite comprehensive, 
beginning with religion in the home and local church
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school and extending through the graduate school, and 
when v/orked out in actual practice will demonstrate 
a magnificant scheme of* religious education.
The Congregational Education Society has 
adopted a broad basis and says in its report,- "The 
program of the reorganized Religious Education Boards 
is to permeate our entire denominational life' with an 
adequate and compelling Religious Education ideal, and 
to develop a comprehensive unified Religious Education 
program in home, church, and school; a program intended 
to train all our church people as workers and to raise 
up and train a 'selected group as leaders; a program 
back of which the entire ohiirch will put her best 
effort in the consciousness that her i^arger service 
depends upon her own vigor and effI'ciency" ,
The Baptist Board of Education assumes a portion 
of this larger responsibility in the statement of its 
secretary,- "The Board of Education is v/orking out a 
unified educational program for the denomination.
This program' will include all phases of education - re­
ligious, missionary^ and technical".
An' app&al for the church college to arouse it­
self to a more faithful discharge of its chief fimction, 
that of training its students in religion is heard from
. -r klidhil.
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varioud quarters. Dr'isi^dd^ of the Methodist Episcopal 
South disouaains the poverty .of the ooursea in religious 
education in their church colleges says, "If we are to 
do our part by the Church, and, as I firmly believe, by 
the nation, we must take steps to enlarge and enrich 
these courses of religious instruction which are our 
peculiar contribution both to Church and State".
It would seem from these statements that there 
is some progress toward a modification of the Church 
Boards of Education, v/hich nov;, as Professor Athearn says, 
"with one or two possible exceptions are not Church Boards 
of Education at all; they are College Boards interested 
in the college problem, ambitious for a place in the 
system of public schools, interested in standardizing 
secular education, and in themselves meeting the approval 
of the national standardizing agencies vfhich .are in favor 
with college endovment Boards or Foundations". (Religious 
Education and American Democracy, p. 332.)
Since light is breaking perhaps one might ven­
ture to project an ideal organization for a denomination­
al church board of religious education. In the first 
place it should be broad in its scope including a program 
of religious education from the hone and kindergarten to 
the graduate school* It should have departments repres­
enting the various divisions of elementary, secondary^
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college, and seminary education and the constituency 
of the Board should contain representatives from all 
of these sections. The Church Board of Education 
should provide for a regular system of graded instru­
ction in the church school in religious education and 
make it possible for a pupil to pass from one grade to 
another as in the public schools. It should seek for 
a correlation v/ith the public schools to share with 
them the time of the pupils and supply the religious 
training and Bible teaching not permitted in the tax- 
supported schools, and also so to standardize this 
work as to invite credits in the public schools. It 
should be interested in tho training of teachers, Sun­
day School superintendents and other lay workers, as 
well as in the educational work of colleges and semi­
naries. It should be untrammeled by ecclesiastic or 
financial control and free to co-operate with other 
denominations in community schools of religious educa­
tion for training teachers,, week day religious schools 
for children, vacation schools, and other forms of com­
munity welfare work. It should insist that its church 
colleges teach religion^ and furnish sufficient courses 
for the training of leaders in religious education. In 
other words, it should be possible for a college stu­
dent to major in religious education. It should concern
itself vrith the students of state universities, not only
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in fiirnishing student pastors, and other advisory and 
spiritual influences, but also in providing academic 
instruction of high standard in religious education to 
the intent of securing credit for its pupils in the 
state university. To this end the Board should have 
ample liberty for co-operation v;ith other denominations.
With these ideals in vievr the following sugges­
tive constitution for the organization of a Church Board 






It shall be the object of this gorporation 
(Board or Society) to promote Christian Education in 
all its phases and in all departments from the home and 
kindergarten to the graduate school of theology. It shall 
seek to foster religious education in the home, stimulate 
and help to standardize the work in the local chxarch school, 
endeavor to establish week day religious schools, and pro­
mote community training schools, and other community wel­
fare interests. This Board shall also be .concerned v/ith 
institutions of hi^er learning, shall seek to introduce 
an adequate amount of religious instruction into its church 
colleges, and assist in furnishing standardized courses
-sa­
in religious education for credit in state institutions 
of hij^er learning. So far as possible it sliall render 
financial aid to religious educational institutions and 
needy students training for religious leadership.
Article III,
This Boa,rd shall cpnslst of ____members,
(possibly 18) to be elected by the highest body of the 
denomination (national annual meeting) for the term of 
six (6) years, one third of this number retiring every 
second year. No person v/ho holds off ice o^-n any other 
board of the denomination, or is an officer of any in­
stitution of the denomination, or who represents any 
vested interest of this denomination shall be elligible 
to membership on this Board; neither shall it be possible 
to purchase membershi on this Board by giving any sum 
of money to the work of the Board or to any of the bene­
volences of the denomination.
Article IV.
DUTIES OF THIS OOHPOHATICN (Board or Society).
It shall be the duty of this Corporation 
(Board of Society)
1, To accept and hold all personal prox)6rty 
of the Society;
2* To have general charge of all activities 




To e^nploy an educational secretary and 
staff of experts, and to superintend their ;7ork;
4. create a professional educational asso­
ciation coo'^tensive with, the membership of the denomi­
nation and open to every member of the denomination who 
IS interested in ao3'ie\ing the purpose of the society;
b. To aid in financial campaigns and in tho 
raising and handling of scholarships, fellowships, and 
endowment funds for educational purpose'^ •
Article V.
REPOHTS.
This Board shall report annually to the 
natiom.l denominational body responsible for its 
creation.
Article VI,
The officers of this Board shall be a Presi­
dent, Vice President, Secretary, Treasurer, ^^.uditor, 
and a Board of Directors consisting of six members.
Article VII. 
duties of
The duties of these officers shall be those 
usually incui’-bent upon such officers.
Mother articles providing for meetings, by- 
lav/s, e endnents, and such other provision as the 
exigenclos of the situatlor demand, may be added.)
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Horne ir "P3yc’''-Ological Principle? of Educali on” 
Bays, ”Too frequently rollgiouG nr^uoation has 130011 re­
garded a° a thin^j apart, as n o rtain kind of education 
"listinct fror all others, or as tho oduoation of a certain 
s ctior of the human natuE«e iis+inct fro:Ti othnr sections ... 
Rather is religious eduo tion the .latural and logical con­
clusion of all educ tion jnst es religion is tho natural 
and complete oxprossion of lan's bping". (p. And
1 resident Hadley of Yale has said, "I do not b‘j3.ipve v/e 
are going th mako the right kind of citizens by ^ rodloss 
education and then adding in religion afterv/ards. The 
idea is wrong. Education and religion must go hand in 
hand”. If these are right, hov, can we over-e'.phasize 
this matter, or fefl that we have done our duty v^hen we 
have merely raised money to assist worthy theological 
students? How can a Church Board of education fail to 
see its obligations to all students all along the lino, 
and its rosponsibilit^ for traln^n, leaders for the 
local church school and community work, as well as for 
the dnistry? The Church Board of on^ of the most pro- 
gx^ensive denominations ixi eduoationa"' lines distinc-^ly 
states as one of its chief objec+s, ”Thi promotion of 
Christian Education by assisting needy young men of 
piety and ability in acquiring ^.r education for the 
gospel iiinistry”. This ta^^’^s no acoourt of training
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lay workers, nor of the great host of women who are 
Goming to the rescue to publish the tidings. It has 
been assumed that if we train the minister he oan do 
the rest, but it has been proved that he cannot do the 
rest, especially v/hen he himself has had no training 
and been given no inspiration or incentive except for 
tho pulpit.
In these days when great projects are afloat 
for the betterment of humanity, when the words recon­
struction and democracy and social betterment are on 
every tongue, and expansion is the big word in -public 
education, shall not workers in religious education take 
their share of responsibility, increase their forces and 
double their zeal, that the spectacle which has so re?^ 
cently shocked the world of education with a "twist to 
the moral vision and a tort of the moral will" may not
again so disastrously shake the foundations of civiliza­
tion.
Shall we not conclude with Professor Coe, 
"Religion alone, in strictness, looks to that complete 
unification of the self which includes not only my
fellows, but also my entire world.....  Self-realization
can never be complete except as an ultimate iznlty is 
found here. Thus roligion, instead of being a depart-
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ment of education, is an implicit motive thereof. It 
is tho end that presides over the beginning and gives 
unity to all stages of the process", in recognition of 
this broadened concept of religious education the Church 
Boards of Education should enlarge their scope and so 
modify their practices as to meet the demands of a new
day, and this paper has been submitted as a slight con­
tribution tov^ard that end.
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